REMARKS 



Claims 1-28 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 11-14, 16-18, 26, and 27 are 
amended herein to clarify that the "opaque material" is a "black resin" and/or that the 
"opaque matrix" is a "black matrix," as supported in the specification at least in paragraphs 
[0039], [0046], and [0050]. Claim 13 is amended to correct a typographical error, and 
claim 27 is amended for consistency with the language in claim 26. No new matter has 
been added. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C, § 103 

The Examiner asserted that claims 1 , 3-8, 21 and 25 are unpatentable under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Asada et al. (EP 0,471,628; "Asada") in view of Streibig (U.S. Patent 
6,488,376) and Bradley, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 5,824,374; "Bradley"). ;: 

The Examiner also asserted that ciaim 2 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
over Asada et al. (EP 0,471 ,628; "Asada") in view of Streibig (U.S. Patent 6,488,376) and 
Bradley, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 5,824,374; "Bradley") as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Kobayashi et al. (U.S. Patent 5,017,223). 

The Examiner also asserted that claims 9, 10-16, 17-19, and 20 are unpatentable 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Asada et al. (EP 0,471,628; "Asada") in view of Streibig 
(U.S. Patent 6,488,376) and Bradley, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 5,824,374; "Bradley") as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Evans et al. (U.S. Patent 5,514,503). 

The Examiner further asserted that claims 22-24 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) over Asada et al. (EP 0,471,628; "Asada") in view of Streibig (U.S. Patent 
6,488,376) and Bradley, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 5,824,374; "Bradley") as applied to claim 21 
above, and further in view of Bock et al. (Us. Patent 5, 544,582). 

The Examiner further asserted that claims 26-28 are unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) over Asada et al. (EP 0,471,628; "Asada") in view of Streibig (U.S. Patent 
6,488,376) Bradley, Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent 5,824,374; "Bradley"), Evans et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,514,503) and Kobayashi etal. (U.S. Patent 5,017,223). 
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At least in view of the amendments herein to independent claims 1 , 26, and 27 and 
the remarks below, Applicants respectfully disagree. 

The claims are directed toward a method of fabricating a color filter in a display 
device. As amended herein, independent claims 1, 26, and 27 require providing a 
plurality of cliches in which grooves are formed, where each groove has one of a color 
ink and a black resin. None of the references cited by the Examiner discloses this 
limitation. Streibig, in particular, which the Examiner asserted teaches "a method of 
providing a plurality of cliches in which grooves are formed, each groove having one of 
a color ink and opaque material," is directed toward tinted contact lens manufacture and 
does not teach or suggest the use of a black resin. 

Furthermore, the claims require transferring the color inks in the cliches onto a 
substrate to form a color filter for a display device . (Emphasis added.) The Examiner 
asserted that "Asada et al. teaches a cliche with grooves, each groove having a colored 
ink and transferring the colored ink from the cliche onto the substrate for forming a 
pattern of a LCD device." In fact, Asada teaches neither color inks nor the formation of 
a color filter for a display device. Asada discloses "a method of making thin film 
transistor circuits involving at least one printing of ink patterns for use in subsequent 
etching." (col. 2, lines 42-44) As described in Asada, the inks are applied to a 
substrate, used in an etching process, and removed (col. 5, lines 35-37). Asada states 
that "high quality thin film transistors... can be produced by using the invented printing 
process." (col. 5, lines 56-58 and col. 6, line 1) There is no disclosure anywhere in 
Asada of forming a color filter for a display device using the method recited in the 
claims. Asada also does not disclose the use of color inks. As described in "Preferred 
Embodiment No. 1," the ink of Asada "is a special purpose ink composed of carbon 
black blended in a melamin-base thermosetting resin." (col. 5, lines 26-28) 

Clearly, the references cited by the Examiner, taken alone or in combination, do 
not teach or suggest each and every element of the claims. Therefore, a prima facie 
case of obviousness has not been established, and Applicants respectfully request that 
the Examiner withdraw the rejections to claims 1-28. 



Summary 



In view of the claim amendments and remarks above, Applicants respectfully 
submit that all of the pending claims are in condition for allowance. If for any reason, 
however, the Examiner believes that the amendments and remarks do not put the 
claims in condition for allowance, she is invited to contact the undersigned attorney to 
resolve any remaining issues. 



Respectfully submitted, 



G^ilavo^iller, Jr. 
F(e§«tfation No. 32,305 
Attorney for Applicant 




BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE 
P.O. BOX 10395 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60610 
(312)321-4200 
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